Pumb. 28. 


The Athenian Mercury. 
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eee, 


Queft, 1. Brether you believe the Ro- 
mans i” their greateft 
power had jo many Sonl- 


diers in Pay as the prefent French King ? 
Anfw, Yes, and many more; Xerxes Mufter- 
ed above twice as many in a little part of the 
World ; but the Lieutenancy of Rome was ge- 
nerally fpread threughoot Exrope, 
Queft. 2, When the Angels had their firft exi- 
ence ? 
Anfo. Who but an Angel knows? The 
Scriptures alone muft be our Xule, and we there 
can track them as far as the Four acions of the 
Earth, and no farther 5 when we ere told, 
thofe Morning Stars fang tog:: «and ail the Sons 
of God (as chey are often called, ) fhoutc.. for 
Foy. For which Reafon, we dare no: jay any 
ftrefs on a notion, which elfe mighc be not 
very improbaple, name.y, that ticy might be 
the Souls of Gavi Men, or fume fuch Creatures 
which to us want a Name, remaining from 
fome former Creation. te 
Queft.3, Where go the Souls of Good Men im- 
mediately after Death ? : 
Anfw. *Tis impoflible but we muft talk im- 
properly of fuch things whereof we can 
have none but borrowed notions. Wherene/s or 
Ubiety, and all phyfical Progreflive local Mo- 
tion, which mult be in a Ubi, donot, that we 
know of, agree to pure Spirits 5, nor can we 
conceive how they fhould, being only the At- 
_ tributes of Body. However, Exif they mutt, 
and we cann’t conceive any Exiftence but what 


r 


is fomewbere 5 and if we allow Vehicles, could | 


much more eafily think and difcourfe of thefe 
things. But for the. prefcnt, confidering of 
feparate Spirits as in a Place, though we know 
not how, the Queftion is where thofe, if Good 
Men, refide immediately after Death 2? If by im- 
encdiately, here the Querift fhould mean the ve- 
ry next inftane afics Separation, we conceive 
’twould be che fame thing as if that Term were 
to be taken in a lax Senfe, for the time before 
the Refurrection ;. feeing Aetaphyfical motion 
is performed in aninftant: And by the heave 
of very good Men, we can fee no neceflity, nor 
fo much as a Congruity, in what is generally 
called a parsienlar Fudgment. We believe then 
and affert, that the Souls of Pious Mea, as foon 
as departed ou: of this Life, are in AZanu Do- 
mini, with God that gave them: If we are fur- 
ther ask’d to be more explicit, we an{wer, they 
are in Paradije, as was the good Thief's, La- 
zarus’s, Sec. But ftill, whether that Paradife be 
the Higheft Heavens, the Seat of ineffable Glory, 
and the Throne of the moft High; or only @ 
Place of Eafe and Refrefhment prepared for the 
Spirits of Good Men between Death and the laft 
‘Fudgment, (which is far enough from Purga- 


fo immediately to the prefent Queftion. 

Queit, 4. Whether a feparare Soul can afjiume 
a Body , and how that which has no Body, can o- 

crate on what ts fo? 

Anfw. For the latter part on which the for- 
mer much depends, that what is uot Body. o- 
perates on what is fo, ve are as five as of 
that we our felves are made up of Body and 
Soul ; but how it does to, beter modeiily ac- 
knoyiedg Ignorance, than »recend fu'ly vo ac- 
count. This however we thi. may be fad, 
that the nearer any thing is in nature to Spi- 
rit, the itronger it aéts on wody,.as Winds, 
though Invilible: That every order in Na- 
ture of a higher kind, commands thai of a 
Jower,not vice ver{a; andthat there is and muft 
be an Hylarchic k power in Spirit, which com- 
mands Matter at Pleaiure, chough the mode 
thereof we cann't pretend to explain. 

Queit. 5. How does Gods Preicience confit 
with Afans free Agency ? 

Anjw. God made Man upright, and a free 
Agent (yet not without defeétiouity, as the An- 
gels ;) He inclines him not to Evil more than 
Good , bur capacitates him by a Talent of 
Reafon cto ontwer the end of his Creation, and 
render himicif acceptable. He exacts no Jm- 
poffible Duty froa Man, but knowing Mans 
Frame and the poffibiliey of prevaricating, he has 
preicribed a Method to reftore fuch as forfeit 
their Priviledges: \ ic is equally common te 
all; but if after aii, he will have more pa- 
tience with thes Man thay tat, and by giving 
Inftances of his Prerogay ve, for a Warning 
to all Men, call fome to a ipecdy Account, 
who have not been fo notorioufly wicked, as fome 
others that are {pared longer; this is no /me 
peaghment of his Fujtice, who gives, to every 
Man fufficient Means for bis Happinefs. Thus 
God's Prefcience prefides over Mans free Agency, 
but doth not over-rule it by faving Man ( ore 
narily) whether he will or xo, or by damning him 
undefer vedly. | . 

Quelt.. 6. Whether was that of Dives and La- 
zarus 4 Parable er an Hiftory ? _ 

Anfw. } can meet, with no Writer, either 


antient or Modern,that takesit otherwife than 
‘ Payables it looks 


Parabolical 3, though of 
molt like an .Hiftory., tis. fo particu- 
lar 3 a3 -to Dives, his Fathers Houfe, bis Num- 
ber of Brethren, &c. but whether Parable or 
Hiftory, it isnot without its ufe. It is either 
areal truth, ora real reprefentation of truth, 
{eeing ic came from his Lips who is. truth it 
felf. | 

'. Qneft. 7. What is the meaning of that Text, 
1 Cor, 7. 36. If any Man think chat he beha- 


veth bimfelf uncomely toward his Virgin, if 


the pafs the Flower of ker Age, and need fo 


tory, 2nd wasthe unanimous Dottrin of thesrredpire , let bim do what he will, he fin- 


firft and pureft Ages of the Church,) we think 
not fit here to enquire, fince it belongs not 


~ 


neth not; let them Marry? 
| Auf, 


rer: 


Aafs. The Apoftie in another place, fays, 
Marriage is Honowrable , to which the Word 
uncoely 1s here oppoled 3 fo that the Senfe 
is, (° any Man who keeps his Virgin (that is, his 
Virginity or Chaftity ) and thi rks it uncomely or 
not. fi honourable a State as Marriage , Ana alfo 

ds the Conftitwtion of his Body neceffitates him 
to bis Phifical end, after along abftinence, even 
beyond the Flower of his Age , let bim Marry if 
he will, be Sins not , although from the preceed- 
ing Difcourfe of the Apoftle , 2 Virgin State 
js more adapted to the Service of God ( ge- 
nerally) than a Married one. 

ueft. 8. Who was that Melchizedech, men- 
tioned Heb, 7? Whether Chrift, an Angel, or 4 
Man? 
Anfo. We promifed (N.16.Q.11,) to add 
fomething more of this Subject at the latter 
end of our Volume, which is this, that AZel- 
ehizedech was nether ( according to thofe 
Learned Authors we mentioned in our laft,) 
an Angel nor the very Son of God; but a 
Man, notwithftanding, thofe Objections that 
have been brought, efpecially that, Wichout 
Father, without Mother, &e, iff.) Gen, 14,18. 
Tis faid , He, brought forth Wine, &c. If the 
Text had been, He Prouighe Wine,&c.it had been 
proper for an Angel, &c. but the word forth 
fuppofes a place of Refidence, and a Human 
Entertainment. (24.) Here’s no need of a 
Perfonal Type, (1 mean as to a fimilitude in 
Perfons,) no more than there was betwixt old 
Elias,and young St, Fohn the Baptift, ‘twas the 
Hikene{s and power of their Spirits, fo here the 
Type or Similitude lies in the Order, as is 
plain by the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Verfes 
of the Seventh of the Hebrews. (3d.) The 
Holy Ghoft gives the exprefs Characteriftick 
Man, ver. 4. He had a Perfonal defcent, (that 
is, a Natural Father and Mother , gathered 
from ver. 6, and was fubject to Mortality: 
See ver. 8. the beginging of tie Verfe, for the 
latter part alludes not to his Perfon, but his 
Order, His natural Genealogy is plainly infer- 
red in ver. 6. but not fet down, it being only 
the cuftom of the ews to Regilter their Geaea- 
logies in order, to preferve their Claims to 
outward Promifés, Blefliags. Priviledges, Gc. 
Chrift himfelf had a reputed Defcent, but when 
he was about this Order of Righteoufnefs, 


or Melckizedech, in faying, be own'd no other 
elation but fuch as\did the Will of bis Father in 


Oueft, 9. Seeing the Digtates of Gods Spirie 
are generally Dogmatical , [eldom Hypothetical, 
and never precarious, mayi't we imagin the word 
(I fuppofe) to be crept into the Lext, Fon 
21.ult ? 

Anfw. Thete’s n6 neceflity of granting any 
fuch thing, fince we find the word in all the 
Copies ; nor does fuch a Coniequence follow 
from the Querift’s Premifes, as he draws from 
them: For the Argument produced by him 
to prove fuch a change probable, viz. that 
the Dictates of Gods Spirit are generally Dog. 
matical, feldom Hypothetical, and never precate 
riow we may ackhowledg as much, but yer 
fay, that in the exprefling thofe Dictates, thar 
fame blefled Spirit may make ufe ofa different 
way, according to the different importance of 
the Truth revealed. Inthe great Truths of 
the Gofpel, “tis neceflary we fhould have the 
cleareft and moft explicit Words to make 
the Teftimony more cogent and effectual on 
our Minds, in things collateral. ‘Though the 
Infpired Writers were there too guided by 
the fame infallible Spirit, and could affirm 
nothing but Truth, they might yet in the 
exprefling that Truth, make ufe of fuch Fi- 
gures as are common In the Speech of all Na- 
tions, and give fomething a lefs pofitive and 
magifterial turn to what they write. To in- 
ftance in the former of thefe Cafes; Where 
the Atteftation of the Church is brought to 
what the Evangelift writes of our Savionr’s 
Life and Death, and Miracles, they fay, We 
know that his Teftimony is true. The words in 
queftion, are an inftance of the latter: The 
Evangelift exprefles the Multitude of our Sa~ 
viours Miracles, by an ufual Hyperbole; fay- 
ing, that if they fhould all be wristen, he fuppofes 
the world cowld not contain them: As the Phari- 
fees fay in another cafe, All the World is 
gone after him; and we incommon Diftourfe, 

ell all the World. Now this Hyperbole, (a- 
gainft which too, fome have been fo wife.to 
make Objections, ) is foftened by the Word 
(fuppofe, ¢iuat, Of the fame import with Cre- 
deres, you'd think, and is the fame as if he 


had faid, the World would hardly be able to 


contain fuch Books. 

Queft. 10, Whether there was ever fuch a Per 
Son as Pope Joan? : ) 

Anfw; Though I am no Papift, I mv ft own 
that I want clearer Confirmations of this Sto- 
ry than any Ihave yet met with ; It is gene 
rally delivered with a they fay, Martinus Po- 
lonus, who is moft urg’d to authorize this Re- 
lation in his antient Copies, mentions not ‘4 
ny thing’of ir, as the Learned’ Leo Allatins 
hatlt upon’ a diligent Inquifition obferved. 
Metrophanes Smyrnem, the Latin  Hifto- 
rians, and the exafperated Greeks do not 
mention it; ‘but grant that Benedig& the 
T hird was a Succeflor of Leo the Fourth, 
notwithftanding the Relation is, that Po 
Foan intervened , and Succeeded Leo tht 
Fourth, . 


